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lifestyle when they should be a model
for the rest of us, not somebody who we
try to destroy their culture?

Mr. EWING. Mr. Speaker, as a co-sponsor
of this important legislation, I urge my fellow
colleagues on both sides of the aisle to sup-
port H.R. 221. The bill amends the Fair Labor
& Standards Act to allow youths between the
ages of 14–18, who are members of a reli-
gious sect or division, to work in businesses
where machinery is used to process wood
products.

This legislation is of great importance to me
since my district has the greatest population of
Amish residents in Illinois. Instead of continu-
ing formal education past the 8th grade,
Amish children typically go to work with their
parents or another adult leaning a trade, usu-
ally woodworking or farming. This is not an ex-
ample of ‘‘sweatshops’’ where children are
forced to work against their will—this is a tra-
dition that the Amish community has held near
and dear to their hearts.

Current FLSA language allows the Depart-
ment of Labor to levy fines up to $20,000 on
several Amish businesses, and to confiscate
their equipment. This is not only a financial
hardship that small business must absorb, but
an imposition on secular values. This is not
the role of government.

This legislation allows Amish children to
begin their life’s work under the proper super-
vision of an adult and requires the youth to be
properly protected in the various work areas.
We should not penalize a religious community
and their citizens from pursuing life-long tradi-
tions.

Once again, I urge my colleagues to support
this legislation.

Mr. OWENS. Mr. Speaker, I rise in opposi-
tion to H.R. 221.

This bill permits children to work in one of
the most hazardous industries in the country.
Fourteen-year-old children do not possess the
full autonomy of choice and may not possess
the full capacity for choice possessed by
adults. They should not be allowed to place
themselves or be placed by others in occupa-
tional situations that may be life threatening.
The occupational fatality rate in the Wood
Products Industry is five times higher than the
national average. One of the witnesses who
testified on behalf of this legislation told of
how he lost several fingers when during a mo-
ment of inattention, he carelessly set his hand
on a conveyor belt and it ran his hand into a
saw. This accident happened to an adult with
years of experience in the wood processing in-
dustry. Inexperience and lack of maturity serve
to make the potential risks faces by minors
even greater than they are by minors even
greater than they are for adults. It is unreason-
able to expect a fourteen year-old to maintain
the kind of continuous safety concern we ex-
pect for adults. In this industry, a moment of
inattention can be fatal. Secretary Herman in
a letter to Chairman GOODLING opposing this
legislation said, ‘‘While we are sensitive to the
cultural and religious traditions of the Amish
and similar American communities, we believe
the benefits of accommodating those traditions
must be carefully balanced against the na-
tion’s longstanding concern for the safety and
welfare of children.’’ Secretary Herman pro-
vides the focus which should guide this Con-
gress in its deliberations concerning child-
labor issues. We should always place the pro-
tection of our children’s health and safety first.

To employ children in an industry where the
occupational fatality and injury rates are five
times the national average is irresponsible. If
enacted, H.R. 221 will inevitably result in the
serious injury or death of a minor. Attached for
the RECORD are letters from the Department of
Labor and the Department of Justice.

Mr. GEKAS. Mr. Speaker, I rise today to ap-
plaud the passage of H.R. 221, legislation
which will permit a unique culture to continue
practicing traditions vital to its way of life. This
bill changes current law so that Amish teen-
agers may continue work in businesses where
machinery is used to process wood products.

Child labor provisions in the 1938 Fair Labor
Standards Act (FLSA) prevent Amish young
people from learning the practical skills they
need to successfully contribute to their com-
munity. The U.S. Department of Labor has fol-
lowed a rigorous enforcement policy in the
arena of child labor. The Department of Labor
has levied fines of up to $20,000 on several
Amish businesses. These actions are not just
intrusive, they are insulting to a proud culture
which has long prospered within the bound-
aries of our laws.

While enforcement of child labor laws is
laudable and necessary, it is detrimental to the
Amish people. In their culture, Amish youth
finish organized schooling at the age of 14,
when they go to work with their parents or
other adults in their community to learn a
trade. Due to the nature of their lifestyle, these
occupations are primarily in agriculture and
woodworking, work which requires long peri-
ods of apprenticeship to learn the proper and
safe use of the required machinery.

H.R. 221 recognizes this fact by providing
specific requirements for the sake of safety-re-
quirements that the Amish have implemented
long before the Fair Labor Standards Act
came into effect. Individuals working in these
trades must be between the ages of 14 and
18, and be a member of a religious sect or di-
vision which mandates no formal education
beyond the eighth grade. Other provisions in-
clude the proper wear of protective gear, as
well as proper adult supervision at all times.

The Amish are a people who take great
pride in their secular values, and rightfully take
great umbrage to any attempts to influence
their lifestyle. I am thankful that we in the Con-
gress can take pride in the fact that today we
did the right thing, and corrected an error in
bureaucracy which threatened the culture of a
group of people.

Mr. SOUDER. Mr. Speaker, I yield
back the balance of my time.

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr.
STEARNS). The question is on the mo-
tion offered by the gentleman from
Pennsylvania (Mr. GOODLING) that the
House suspend the rules and pass the
bill, H.R. 221, as amended.

The question was taken; and (two-
thirds having voted in favor thereof)
the rules were suspended and the bill,
as amended, was passed.

A motion to reconsider was laid on
the table.
f

GENERAL LEAVE

Mr. SOUDER. Mr. Speaker, I ask
unanimous consent that all Members
may have 5 legislative days in which to
revise and extend their remarks on
H.R. 221, the bill just passed.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there
objection to the request of the gen-
tleman from Indiana?

There was no objection.
f

DISASTER MITIGATION
COORDINATION ACT OF 1999

Mr. TALENT. Mr. Speaker, I move to
suspend the rules and pass the bill
(H.R. 818) to amend the Small Business
Act to authorize a pilot program for
the implementation of disaster mitiga-
tion measures by small businesses.

The Clerk read as follows:
H.R. 818

Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Rep-
resentatives of the United States of America in
Congress assembled,
SECTION 1. SHORT TITLE.

This Act may be cited as the ‘‘Disaster
Mitigation Coordination Act of 1999’’.
SEC. 2. PILOT PROGRAM.

(a) IN GENERAL.—Section 7(b)(1) of the
Small Business Act (15 U.S.C. 636(b)(1)) is
amended—

(1) in subparagraph (B), by adding ‘‘and’’ at
the end; and

(2) by adding at the end the following:
‘‘(C) during fiscal years 2000 through 2004,

to establish a disaster mitigation program to
make such loans (either directly or in co-
operation with banks or other lending insti-
tutions through agreements to participate
on an immediate or deferred (guaranteed)
basis) as the Administrator may determine
to be necessary or appropriate to enable
small business concerns to implement miti-
gation measures pursuant to a formal disas-
ter mitigation program established by the
Federal Emergency Management Agency, ex-
cept that no loan or guarantee may be ex-
tended to a small business concern under
this subparagraph unless the Administration
finds the concern is otherwise unable to ob-
tain credit for the purposes described in this
subparagraph.’’.

(b) AUTHORIZATION OF APPROPRIATIONS.—
Section 20 of the Small Business Act (15
U.S.C. 631 note) is amended by adding at the
end the following:

‘‘(f) DISASTER MITIGATION PILOT PRO-
GRAM.—The following program levels are au-
thorized for loans under section 7(b)(1)(C):

‘‘(1) $15,000,000 for fiscal year 2000.
‘‘(2) $15,000,000 for fiscal year 2001.
‘‘(3) $15,000,000 for fiscal year 2002.
‘‘(4) $15,000,000 for fiscal year 2003.
‘‘(5) $15,000,000 for fiscal year 2004.’’.
(c) EVALUATION.—
(1) IN GENERAL.—On January 31, 2003, the

Administrator of the Small Business Admin-
istration shall submit to the Committees on
Small Business of the House of Representa-
tives and the Senate a report on the effec-
tiveness of the pilot program authorized by
section 7(b)(1)(C) of the Small Business Act,
as added by subsection (a) of this section.

(2) CONTENTS OF REPORT.—The report shall
include—

(1) information relating to—
(A) the areas served under the pilot pro-

gram;
(B) the number and dollar value of loans

made under the pilot program; and
(C) the estimated savings to the Federal

Government resulting from the pilot pro-
gram; and

(2) such other information as the Adminis-
trator determines to be appropriate for eval-
uating the pilot program.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to the rule, the gentleman from
Missouri (Mr. TALENT) and the gen-
tleman from Washington (Mr. BAIRD)
each will control 20 minutes.
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The Chair recognizes the gentleman

from Missouri (Mr. TALENT).
Mr. TALENT. Mr. Speaker, I yield

myself such time as I may consume.
Mr. Speaker, I begin by thanking my

colleague, the ranking member on the
Committee on Small Business, the gen-
tlewoman from New York (Ms.
VELÁZQUEZ), for her assistance in mov-
ing this bill and also my colleague
from Washington (Mr. BAIRD) for his
assistance in handling it.

Mr. Speaker, H.R. 818, the Disaster
Mitigation Act of 1999, is a common-
sense approach to applying the prin-
ciple of preventive care in coping with
natural disasters. H.R. 818 is substan-
tially identical to a measure reintro-
duced by Senator CLELAND, the meas-
ure which actually passed the Senate
last year. It is part of the administra-
tion’s budget request, and it has sub-
stantial bipartisan support.

Since 1953, the Small Business Ad-
ministration has administered the Dis-
aster Loan Program authorized by sec-
tion 7(b) of the Small Business Act.
This program provides loans to help
small businesses rebuild after natural
disasters.

In past years, the loan program has
spent billions of dollars helping small
businesses recover from natural disas-
ters. For example, in fiscal year 1998,
the SBA lent $728 million for 30,154 dis-
aster loans. In 1997, it lent $1.1 billion
for 49,515 disaster loans. In 1994, the
SBA’s highest demand came when it
loaned over $4.1 billion for damage
done due to the Northridge Earthquake
in California. It was important, Mr.
Speaker, that we do this to help people
recover from the damage inflicted by
natural disasters.

We should also recognize that the
cost of disaster assistance has risen
over the past several years due to in-
creases in construction and other
costs, and it is clear that efforts must
be made to help prevent this kind of
damage in the first place, both to pre-
vent the human injury and toll and
also to hold down costs to the tax-
payers. Implementing the program to
help small businesses use techniques to
lessen damages caused by natural dis-
asters offers the potential to save
much anguish for many people across
the United States and also to save mil-
lions of dollars in the future.

The Federal Emergency Management
Agency currently manages Project Im-
pact which works in conjunction with
communities and businesses on such
mitigation policies and techniques.
Passage of H.R. 818 will complement
and further these efforts at mitigation
by offering small businesses low-inter-
est loans for disaster mitigation
through the Small Business Adminis-
tration.

H.R. 818 authorizes the SBA to estab-
lish a pilot program to make loans to
small businesses for purposes of miti-
gating the effects of natural disasters.
These loans will be made in support of
the mitigation program established at
the Federal Emergency Management

Agency. The mitigation techniques are
varied. They include a wide range of
activities, including building improve-
ments, relocation and the like.

H.R. 818 will authorize SBA to lend
up to $15 million each year through fis-
cal year 2004 in support of the Disaster
Mitigation Pilot Program. These funds
will come from existing section 7(b)
disaster loan appropriations and will be
subject to appropriations available for
that program, so the bill does not au-
thorize any new Federal spending.

Finally, H.R. 818 will require the SBA
to report to Congress on January 31,
2003. The report will document the
number of loans made, the areas served
by the pilot and the estimated savings
to the government as a result of the
program.

I want to again thank my colleagues,
the gentlewoman from New York (Ms.
VELÁZQUEZ), and my friend, the gen-
tleman from Washington (Mr. BAIRD),
for their assistance in moving the
measure before us. Mr. Speaker, I urge
my colleagues to support H.R. 818.

Mr. Speaker, I reserve the balance of
my time.

Mr. BAIRD. Mr. Speaker, I yield my-
self such time as I may consume.

(Mr. BAIRD asked and was given per-
mission to revise and extend his re-
marks.)

Mr. BAIRD. Mr. Speaker, I want to
begin by thanking my distinguished
colleague from the great State of Mis-
souri, the chairman of the Committee
on Small Business, for his work in
bringing this bill to the floor today and
for his initiative in seeking measures
to assist and prevent disasters
throughout the country. I would also
like to thank my colleague from New
York, the distinguished ranking mem-
ber, who has joined in working to pre-
vent disasters and provide assistance
for the victims of disasters.

Mr. Speaker, today we are talking
about the need to adequately support
people whose lives have been dev-
astated by natural disasters. I happen
to live in a district where disasters are
not uncommon. With Mount Saint Hel-
ens in our district, with heavy rainfall
and, unfortunately, with recent land-
slides, we face a growing need, unfortu-
nately, to have our citizens prepared to
prevent and to respond to disasters
when they do occur.

Just last week I spent dozens of
hours working with a group of citizens
from a neighborhood in Kelso, Wash-
ington, whose homes have been com-
pletely destroyed by a slow-moving
landslide. From this experience I have
learned a great deal about what hap-
pens to families and to neighborhoods
when disaster strikes, and I know how
imperative it is to help those folks
cope with disasters once they occur. I
also believe that we need to do more to
focus on disaster prevention, and it is
to that issue that we speak today.

In the past 10 years, FEMA has spent
over $20 billion to help rebuild commu-
nities after natural disasters, and the
SBA has approved billions more in

loans during that same period of time.
In 1998 alone, SBA approved over 30,000
loans valued at approximately $728 mil-
lion. As I speak to my colleagues
today, the Cascade Mountains in Wash-
ington State are laden with more than
two times the normal average snow
pack, and if we have an unfortunate
weather occurrence, the probability of
flooding is quite high. So clearly any
approach, such as that which we are
discussing today, to minimize damages
resulting from natural disasters has
the potential to reduce costs to all our
taxpayers and, more importantly, to
save peoples’ lives and homes.

For that reason, I have been strongly
supportive of the Impact Program of
FEMA that incorporates a simple phi-
losophy: Invest today in long-term pre-
vention so that we may reduce dam-
ages resulting from natural disasters.
By taking modest steps in advance, we
really can save money; and, more im-
portantly, we can save lives.

The operative notion today is money
spent in prevention will save all of us
money in post-disaster assistance. This
legislation will create a demonstration
program at SBA. It will provide low-in-
terest loans to small businesses to fi-
nance measures that might reduce
property loss and increase worker safe-
ty in the event of a natural disaster. It
authorizes SBA to finance up to $15
million in new loans each year for 5
years and to award those loans to busi-
nesses who want to make the necessary
changes to reduce disaster impact. This
bill also contains an accountability
measure. It requires the SBA adminis-
trator to report to Congress in the
fourth year of the program regarding
the number of loans it provided and the
estimated savings to the taxpayers and
the government that will result from
the mitigation efforts.

Mr. Speaker, in our own lives we all
try to anticipate risks and try to do
what we can to prevent them. Today’s
effort represents a common-sense, bi-
partisan approach to minimizing disas-
ter impact. It has the support of Re-
publicans and Democrats alike because
it has the potential to save taxpayers’
money and to save the lives of our citi-
zens.

So, again, I want to express my pro-
found appreciation to the chairman
and to the ranking member and en-
courage my colleagues in joining me
today in support of this legislation.

Mr. Speaker, I yield such time as she
may consume to the gentlewoman from
New York (Ms. VELÁZQUEZ).

Ms. VELÁZQUEZ. Mr. Speaker, I
want to thank the gentleman from
Washington (Mr. BAIRD) for yielding
this time to me.

Mr. Speaker, I rise today in strong
support of H.R. 818, the Disaster Miti-
gation Pilot Program.

Traditionally, business owners have
only been able to get help after a natu-
ral disaster has struck and caused dam-
age to their business. For many small
businesses, this assistance comes too
late to save them from economic ruin.
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The loss of revenue and time needed to
recover causes countless businesses to
fail. Instead of being able to rebuild,
many communities are faced with a
loss of jobs as many businesses perma-
nently close after a disaster.

We have seen this happen again and
again over the past few years. Hurri-
canes, floods and wildfires have threat-
ened economic stability and the future
of communities across this Nation.
However, until today, businesses have
only been able to get help after it is
too late. Today’s legislation will
change this story.

Mr. Speaker, today we are taking an
important step in being proactive rath-
er than just reactive to natural disas-
ters. H.R. 818, the Disaster Mitigation
Pilot Program, authorizes $75 million
to be used by SBA in cooperation with
FEMA over the next 5 years to help
businesses in disaster-prone areas take
preventive measures to avert or mini-
mize damage should disaster strike. By
enabling businesses to take preventive
measures which mitigate the damages
caused by floods, hurricanes and other
disasters, this program would allow
them to recover much faster. There-
fore, instead of going out of business,
they will be able to get back to busi-
ness much quicker than ever before.

The Disaster Mitigation Program is a
common-sense approach to helping
businesses cope with disasters. The
program also makes fiscal sense. Some
estimates show that every dollar spent
on mitigation saves $2 in money that
will otherwise have to be spent on post-
disaster response. Not only will busi-
nesses and taxpayers come out ahead,
but the American economy will as well.

Finally, I would like to thank the
gentleman from Washington (Mr.
BAIRD) and the gentleman from Mis-
souri (Mr. TALENT). Their constituents
face the threat of natural disaster, and
their insight and hard work on this leg-
islation have been a great help to all of
us. I strongly support H.R. 818, and I
urge my colleagues to vote for this im-
portant piece of legislation.

Mr. BAIRD. Mr. Speaker, I yield such
time as she may consume to the gen-
tlewoman from the Virgin Islands (Mrs.
CHRISTENSEN).
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Mrs. CHRISTENSEN. Mr. Speaker, I
thank my esteemed colleague, the gen-
tleman from Washington (Mr. BAIRD)
for yielding time to me.

I also want to take this opportunity
to commend our hard-working chair-
man, the gentleman from Missouri (Mr.
JIM TALENT), and the ranking member,
the gentlewoman from New York (Ms.
NYDIA VELÁZQUEZ) for their leadership
and creativity which is providing un-
precedented support for small busi-
nesses across the country.

Mr. Speaker, I rise today to join my
colleagues and express my strong sup-
port for H.R. 818, a bill which author-
izes $15 million for the Disaster Mitiga-
tion Pilot Program of the Small Busi-
ness Administration. Although there is

hardly a part of this country that has
not been victimized by natural disas-
ters, as Members know, I represent a
district, the U.S. Virgin Islands, which
has been devastated by over 5 major
hurricanes over the past 10 years. I
therefore know firsthand the impor-
tance of the Small Business Disaster
Assistance Program.

As a matter of fact, the Virgin Is-
lands has utilized $388 million in disas-
ter loan assistance since that time,
third only to California and Florida.

Mr. Speaker, we need to pass this leg-
islation. Once H.R. 818 is enacted into
law, the SBA will be joining FEMA’s
Project IMPACT in providing a means
for businesses to mitigate the effects of
hurricanes. It will be reducing the
overall damage to the community that
these storms can cause.

I am a resident of the island of St.
Croix, which is a Project IMPACT des-
ignee, and has been cited by FEMA for
its successful mitigation efforts in de-
creasing damage, injuries, and recovery
costs to that agency. Hurricane
Georges came through the Virgin Is-
lands, but we heard very little about it
because we were prepared. We are a tes-
timony to the fact that mitigation
works.

This is a program that I know will be
embraced by communities across the
country as they try to deal with disas-
ters. I urge the passage of H.R. 818.

Mr. BAIRD. Mr. Speaker, it is en-
couraging to hear how successful this
program can be.

Mr. Speaker, it is a pleasure to yield
such time as he may consume to the
gentleman from Illinois (Mr. DAVIS).

Mr. DAVIS of Illinois. Mr. Speaker, I
thank the gentleman for yielding time
to me.

Mr. Speaker, I rise in support of H.R.
818, the Small Business Disaster Miti-
gation Coordination Act. This is a $15
million effort to help small businesses
in disaster-prone areas to take prevent-
ative measures to avert and minimize
damage due to natural disasters.

This bill, as we have already heard,
will further assist FEMA and the SBA
in reducing disaster losses by focusing
the energy of these departments on the
importance of helping small businesses
prepare and recover from natural disas-
ters.

By passing H.R. 818, Congress will
help FEMA and the SBA provide more
disaster assistance to one of the most
vulnerable segments of our society,
small and very small businesses.

For instance, on August 16th, 1997,
severe thunderstorms released heavy
amounts of rain in a short period of
time. The National Weather Service re-
ported that over 4 inches of rain fell in
less than 2 hours on the West Side of
Chicago and in neighboring suburban
communities. As much as 6.1 inches of
rain were recorded in some areas.

The rate of rainfall produced flash
flooding that severely overloaded the
stormwater drainage system. With no-
where else to flow, the rainwater
backed up into literally thousands of

basements in the city of Chicago, de-
stroying homes and businesses alike.
This bill will enable these businesses to
apply and receive loans to prepare be-
fore disasters like this one strike.

Mr. Speaker, I think this is an excel-
lent proposal put forth by the Commit-
tee on Small Business. I think once
again this committee has risen to the
occasion. It saw a need, recognized a
problem, and got in front of it. So I
want to commend the gentleman from
Missouri (Chairman TALENT) and the
ranking member, the gentlewoman
from New York (Ms. VELÁZQUEZ) for
making sure that we as Congress do
our part to prevent disasters from dev-
astating the small businesses of our
Nation.

Mr. BAIRD. Mr. Speaker, it is a
pleasure to yield such time as she may
consume to the gentlewoman from
California (Mrs. NAPOLITANO).

Mrs. NAPOLITANO. Mr. Speaker, I
thank the gentleman for yielding time
to me.

Mr. Speaker, this is a very important
issue for California, and I am sure
Members understand that California
has been through floods, fire, and
earthquakes in the last 5 years that
have necessitated the heavy assistance
from FEMA that comes in reactively.

We certainly endorse the thrust of
this H.R. 818, and commend both sides
for the effort they are putting into
working effectively to help small busi-
nesses be able to be proactive in an
area that is of vital concern to the
whole Nation, not just California.

This would enable my small busi-
nesses to be able to move some of their
infrastructure to where the damage,
whether it is a fire or flood, will be less
devastating, and in earthquakes, be
able to assist a small business survive
the rock and rolling that happens in an
earthquake in California by being able
to strap down their most important
pieces of equipment, so they are not
damaged.

So it is very essential for us, and I
would hope that it would be a slightly
larger amount than $15 million a year
for 5 years. I think California alone
would be able to use that amount, but
the effort is what counts. I am sure
that both sides will understand, and
small business will thank their rep-
resentatives for being able to under-
stand how important this piece of leg-
islation will be.

I heartily ask both sides to consider
that this bill will be a very highly
proactive small business bill, because
it will be small business that will bene-
fit from it.

Mr. BAIRD. Mr. Speaker, I yield such
time as he may consume to the gen-
tleman from Guam (Mr. UNDERWOOD).

Mr. UNDERWOOD. Mr. Speaker, I
thank the gentleman for yielding time
to me.

Mr. Speaker, I stand in strong sup-
port of H.R. 818, and I congratulate the
gentleman from Missouri (Mr. TALENT),
the chairman, the gentlewoman from
New York (Ms. VELÁZQUEZ), and the
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gentleman from Washington (Mr.
BAIRD) for their efforts in this regard.

For many people nationwide, I think
Guam is synonymous with a number of
things. One of them is certainly natu-
ral disasters. Guam’s location as the
‘‘center arrow’’ of the Pacific Ocean’s
typhoon alley has made my island com-
munity prone to disasters, sometimes
on an annual basis. In this decade
alone, Guam has been subjected to at
least a dozen typhoons. At one time,
five had hit Guam in the span of 3
months.

As many may recall, the most recent
storm, Typhoon Paka, devastated the
island in December of 1997 and caused
property damage of over $100 million.
On top of these storms, Guam also be-
came a victim of an 8.2 earthquake in
1994, which has been one of the strong-
est recorded in the Pacific in this cen-
tury.

H.R. 818 is good legislation. It is
proactive, and it will prepare commu-
nities, and in particular small busi-
nesses, for recovery. SBA already as-
sists my island community by giving
SBA disaster loans, and along with
FEMA, SBA provides a Federal team
that almost every citizen in Guam
knows about. I think very few commu-
nities could state that their citizens
know of what FEMA and SBA disaster
loans are all about.

This legislation will help small busi-
nesses prepare for disasters, perhaps re-
ducing expenses at the other end of dis-
asters, help communities recover
quickly, because small businesses help
generate economic activity, which will
cause immediate recovery.

Reacting to a storm plagues many
communities with confusion. This pilot
program aims to empower the business
community with information and miti-
gation activities which will prevent se-
rious losses.

As the previous speaker noted, $15
million is a very small amount, and we
understand that this is a pilot project.
We understand, too, that the terri-
tories are full partners in this program.
We certainly hope that in coming years
the amounts will be expanded, and we
will do everything we can to make sure
this pilot project is a success.

I thank both sides for their efforts in
this regard.

Mr. BAIRD. Mr. Speaker, I yield my-
self such time as I may consume.

Mr. Speaker, as the statements of my
colleagues clearly indicated, the need
for preventative, proactive, advanced
measures to prevent the damages of
natural disasters is clear.

I would like to commend the chair-
man of this committee for his fore-
sight, his initiative, in moving this bill
forward. I would like to thank him and
thank the ranking member, the gentle-
woman from New York (Ms.
VELÁZQUEZ) for her support as well.
This is a bill that has common sense, it
will save the taxpayers money, and it
has bipartisan support. I strongly urge
my colleagues on both sides to support
it.

Mr. Speaker, I have no further re-
quests for time, and I yield back the
balance of my time.

Mr. TALENT. Mr. Speaker, I yield
myself such time as I may consume.

Mr. Speaker, I will close briefly. I ap-
preciate very much the comments from
my colleagues in support of this legis-
lation.

I want to make a couple of points in
closing, Mr. Speaker. One is that we
certainly are given to understand that
it is the intention of the administra-
tion to implement this legislation
quickly, and I would hope that is the
case.

It is just a pilot program. There is no
reason why it should not be more than
a pilot program. It makes perfect
sense, and it is going to help a lot of
people. That is what it comes down to.
So we hope that the administration,
the executive branch, will move quick-
ly in implementing this, and the Com-
mittee on both sides of the aisle is
going to assist in any way that we can.

The second point I wanted to empha-
size, Mr. Speaker, is as we have all
noted, we hope that this does save dol-
lars for the Federal government, for
the Federal Treasury. I am confident it
will do that. But the human cost of dis-
asters is what we really have to look at
here.

On a very practical level, to the ex-
tent we can make this program a work-
ing program, it means that small busi-
ness people on flood plains, small busi-
ness people on coasts that are consist-
ently battered by typhoons or hurri-
canes, will have the opportunity to pre-
vent this damage from occurring. They
can get glass windows replaced by
plexiglass. If they are a small account-
ing firm in a building, they can get the
building raised so that the flood does
not affect them as much as it other-
wise would.

Anybody, Mr. Speaker, who has
talked to individuals whose lives have
been devastated by natural disasters
knows how important it is that we give
them an opportunity to prevent that
from occurring in the first place. That
is what H.R. 818 does. I commend it to
all the Members of the House.

I thank, once again, my colleagues
on the other side of the aisle, and in
particular, the gentlewoman from New
York (Ms. VELÁZQUEZ) for her assist-
ance.

Mr. Speaker, I have no further re-
quests for time, and I yield back the
balance of my time.

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr.
STEARNS). The question is on the mo-
tion offered by the gentleman from
Missouri (Mr. TALENT) that the House
suspend the rules and pass the bill,
H.R. 818.

The question was taken; and (two-
thirds having voted in favor thereof)
the rules were suspended and the bill
was passed.

A motion to reconsider was laid on
the table.

GENERAL LEAVE

Mr. TALENT. Mr. Speaker, I ask
unanimous consent that all Members
may have 5 legislative days within
which to revise and extend their re-
marks and include extraneous matter
on H.R. 818.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there
objection to the request of the gen-
tleman from Missouri?

There was no objection.

f

EXPORT APPLE ACT

Mr. COMBEST. Mr. Speaker, I move
to suspend the rules and pass the bill
(H.R. 609) to amend the Export Apple
and Pear Act to limit the applicability
of the Act to apples.

The Clerk read as follows:
H.R. 609

Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Rep-
resentatives of the United States of America in
Congress assembled,
SECTION 1. SCOPE OF EXPORT APPLE AND PEAR

ACT.
(a) SHORT TITLE.—The Act of June 10, 1933

(7 U.S.C. 581 et seq.; commonly known as the
Export Apple and Pear Act), is amended by
adding at the end the following new section:

‘‘SEC. 11. This Act may be cited as the ‘Ex-
port Apple Act’.’’.

(b) DEFINITION OF APPLES.—Section 9 of
such Act (7 U.S.C. 589) is amended by strik-
ing paragraph (4) and inserting the following
new paragraph:

‘‘(4) The term ‘apples’ means fresh whole
apples, whether or not the apples have been
in storage.’’.

(c) ELIMINATION OF REFERENCES TO
PEARS.—Such Act is further amended—

(1) by striking ‘‘and/or pears’’ each place it
appears in the first section and sections 5
and 6; and

(2) by striking ‘‘or pears’’ each place it ap-
pears in the first section and sections 2, 3,
and 4.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to the rule, the gentleman from
Texas (Mr. COMBEST) and the gen-
tleman from Texas (Mr. STENHOLM)
each will control 20 minutes.

The Chair recognizes the gentleman
from Texas (Mr. COMBEST).

Mr. COMBEST. Mr. Speaker, I yield
myself such time as I may consume.

Mr. Speaker, the Export Apple Act
replaces the Export Apple and Pear
Act, which was enacted on June 10,
1933. Currently, this 66-year-old legisla-
tion requires that apples and pears
meet certain standards prior to export
in order to ensure only high-quality
U.S. fruit moves into foreign com-
merce.

H.R. 609 amends the 1933 act by re-
moving pears from the language, and it
will be permitting the means to in-
crease the export of pears.

H.R. 609, which is sponsored by the
gentleman from Oregon (Mr. WALDEN)
removes pears from the act, thereby al-
lowing U.S. exporters greater flexibil-
ity in the changing international mar-
ketplace and the opportunity to in-
crease exports by gaining a foothold in
emerging markets.

The USDA has advised the commit-
tee that mandatory Federal quality
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